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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1 - 36, 41-49 are presented for consideration. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-10, 12, 16, 17, 29-35, 41-44, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ginn [ US Patent No 6,275,81 1 ], in view of Bergh et al. [ US Patent No 
6,112,186]. 

4. As per claim 1, Ginn discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a method 
for exchanging information within a group of users on a wide area network, comprising the steps 



receiving posts of information from said users on a wide area network [ col 1, lines 11-16 
and 24-28 ]; 

storing said posts in a memory [ col 4, lines 61-67 ]; 

providing said users an option to rate each of said posts in relation to a defined topic [ col 
2, lines 9-13; and col 6, lines 39-50 ]; 



of: 
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receiving rating data pertaining to selected ones of said posts from said users [ col 5, lines 
1-17 ], wherein at least a portion of said rating data comprises ratings of comparative relevance 
of said selected ones of said posts to said defined topic [ col 8, lines 56-67 ]; 

storing said rating data in said memory [ col 13, lines 16-col 14, lines 3 ]; and 

providing said users an option to receive said rating data defining comparative relevance 
values associated with said selected ones of said posts equally for said users [ col 6, lines 17-38 ]. 

Ginn does not specifically disclose 

ratings determined by said users after reviewing said selected ones of said posts. 
Bergh discloses 

ratings determined by said users after reviewing said selected ones of said posts [col 1, 
lines 39-48 ]. 

It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to combine the teaching of Ginn and Bergh because Bergh's teaching would allow users to 
provide feedback information for posts in an efficient manner. 

5. As per claim 2, Ginn discloses providing on a wide area network a Web page displaying 
at least one of said posts [ Figure 1; and col 10, lines 32-37 ], and providing said users an option 
to contribute at least one of said posts using said Web page [col 11, lines 41-47 ]. 

6. As per claim 3, Ginn discloses providing a Web page on a wide area network [ col 4, 
lines 61-65 ], said Web page having a toggle object providing users an option of displaying at 
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least a portion of said posts grouped according to a subject thread, and not grouped according to 
a subject thread [ col 6, lines 18-24 ]. 

7. As per claim 4, Ginn discloses a Web page on a wide area network [ Figure 1, and col 1 1, 
lines 41-47 ], said Web page having a vote object providing users said option to rate said posts [ 
col 6, lines 48-56 ]. 

8. As per claim 5, Ginn discloses providing said users said option to rate each of said posts 
according to at least one predetermined criteria [ col 10, lines 2-3 ]. 

9. As per claims 6 and 7, Ginn discloses providing said users said option to rate each of 
said posts according to whether said each of said posts comprises a flame and spam [ col 6, lines 
52-56 ]. 

10. As per claim 8, Ginn discloses aggregating said rating data recorded in said memory for 
each post in said selected ones of said posts [ col 8, lines 50-53 ]. 

11. As per claim 9, Ginn discloses developing an aggregate post score based on said rating 
data for each post in said selected ones of said posts according to at least one predetermined 
criteria [ col 3, lines 49-63 ]. 
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12. As per claim 10, Ginn discloses providing users said option to receive said rating data 
recorded in said memory by receiving said aggregate post score for each post in said selected 
ones of said posts [col 1 1, lines 63-64 ]. 

13. As per claim 12, Ginn does not specifically disclose associating said rating data recorded 
in said memory with at least one of said users according to at least one post provided by said at 
least one user to produce user-associated rating data. Bergh discloses associating said rating data 
recorded in said memory with at least one of said users according to at least one post provided by 
said at least one user to produce user-associated rating data [ Figure 2; and col 3, lines 47-col 4, 
lines 4 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teaching of Ginn and Bergh because Bergh' s teaching would allow to 
determine the important of the posts in a reliable manner. 

14. As per claim 16, Ginn discloses defining a topic for said posts of information prior to said 
first receiving step [ col 1, lines 24-26 ]. 

15. As per claim 17, Ginn discloses providing said users said option to individually rate each 
of said posts according to whether said each of said posts is relevant to said topic [ col 2, lines 
33-35 ], and wherein said second receiving step further comprises receiving said rating data 
comprising information about the topical relevance of said selected ones of said posts [ col 5, 
lines 24-31 ]. 
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16. As per claim 29, Ginn does not specifically disclose receiving preference information 
from at least one of said users, wherein said preference information specifies a threshold criteria 
for filtering said posts according to said rating data, and further comprising storing said 
preference information in said memory. Bergh discloses receiving preference information from 
at least one of said users, wherein said preference information specifies a threshold criteria for 
filtering said posts according to said rating data, and further comprising storing said preference 
information in said memory [ Abstract; col 10, lines 27-46 ]. It would have been obvious to a 
person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Ginn and 
Bergh because Bergh' s teaching would allow to maintain a profile for users so that information 
can be provided to users according to user's needs. 

17. As per claim 30, Ginn discloses filtering said posts to identify desired posts by rejecting 
posts that do not meet said threshold criteria specified by said preference information, providing 
a Web page to said at least one of said users on a wide area network, and displaying at least one 
post of said desired posts on said Web page [ col 6, lines 24-28 ]. 

18. As per claim 31, Ginn discloses providing a Web page having a tolerance bar for 
providing said at least one user an option to send said preference information for storing in said 
memory [ col 1 1, lines 28-39 ]. 



19. 



As per claim 32, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 2 and 29. 




Application/Control Number: 09/648,474 Page 7 

Art' Unit: 2154 

20. As per claim 33, it is rejected for similar reason as stated above in claims 1 and 16. 

21 . As per claim 34, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 17 and 18. 

22. As per claim 35, Ginn discloses wherein said steps are repeated in any logical order 
causing the number of said posts stored in said memory and the amount of said rating data stored 
in said memory to increase [ col 1, lines 36-50 ]. 

23. As per claim 41, it is apparatus claimed of claim 1, it is rejected for similar reasons as 
stated above in claim 1 . 

24. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 33 and 34. 

25. As per claim 43, it is method claimed of claims 41 and 42, it is rejected for similar 
reasons as stated above in claims 41 and 42. 



26. As per claim 44, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 2 and 34. 
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27. Claims 1 1, 13-15, 18-28, 36, 45-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ginn [ US Patent No 6,275,81 1 ], in view of Bergh et al. [ US Patent No 
6,1 12,186 ], and further in view of Dunkle [ US Patent No 6,288,717 ]. 

28. As per claim 1 1 , Ginn and Bergh do not specifically disclose providing users said option 
to view said rating data by presenting to users said selected ones of said posts ranked according 
to said aggregate post score. Dunkle discloses providing users said option to view said rating 
data by presenting to users said selected ones of said posts ranked according to said aggregate 
post score [ col 3, lines 36-48; and col 8, lines 29-34 ]. It would have been obvious to a person 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Ginn, Bergh and 
Dunkle because Dunkle' s teaching would allow to provide a data management system that will 
allow Web surfers to receive information in accordance with their interests [ Dunkle, col 1, lines 
59-61 ]. 

29. As per claim 13, Dunkle discloses a step of ranking said users according to a value of 
said user-associated rating data associated with each said at least one user [ col 10, lines 44-47 ]. 

30. As per claim 14, Ginn discloses developing an aggregate user score for each user, 
wherein each said aggregate user score contains information about said value of said user- 
associated rating data [ col 4, lines 61-67 ]. 
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31. As per claim 15, Ginn disclose providing users an option to receive said aggregate user 
score for each user [ Abstract ]. 

32. As per claim 18, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 2. Furthermore, 
Ginn and Bergh do not specifically disclose providing on said Web page a plurality of links to a 
plurality of related Web pages containing information relevant to said topic, in addition to said 
posts. Dunkle discloses providing on said Web page a plurality of links to a plurality of related 
Web pages containing information relevant to said topic, in addition to said posts [ col 1, lines 
24-39; and col 3, lines 2-6 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teaching of Ginn, Bergh and Dunkle because Dunkle's 
teaching would allow personalized information to be automatically delivered to users in an 
efficient manner. 

33. As per claim 19, Dunkle discloses providing said users an option to rate each of said 
plurality of related Web pages linked to said Web page by said links [ col 5, lines 29-38 ]. 

34. As per claim 20, Dunkle discloses receiving link rating data pertaining to selected ones of 
said links from said users, wherein at least a portion of said link rating data comprises a rating of 
comparative relevance of said selected ones of said links to said defined topic, and wherein said 
selected ones of said links comprises links to selected ones of said plurality of related Web pages 
that have been received and rated by said users [ Figure 33; and col 6, lines 46-51 ]. 
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35. As per claim 21 , Dunkle discloses ranking said links according to said link rating data on 
said Web page [i.e. highest order ] [ Abstract ]. 



36. As per claim 22, Dunkle discloses presenting said links on a menu of said Web page [ 
Figure 17 ]. 



37. As per claim 23, Dunkle discloses presenting said links grouped in a plurality of menus 
of said Web page, wherein each of said plurality of menus contains links pertaining to a 
category, wherein said category is selected from top links and nominated links [ col 6, lines 16- 
27]. 

38. As per claim 24, Dunkle discloses at least one link to at least one related Web page 
configured to display posts relevant to a second topic, wherein said second topic is related to said 
topic [ Figures 10-16 ]. 



39. As per claim 25, Ginn discloses providing said users an option to rate said at least one 
related Web page [ col 10, lines 38-41 ]. Ginn and Bergh do not specifically disclose receiving 
link rating data pertaining to said at least one link from said users, wherein at least a portion of 
said link rating data comprises information about the relatedness of said second topic and said 
topic. Dunkle discloses receiving link rating data pertaining to said at least one link from said 
users, wherein at least a portion of said link rating data comprises information about the 
relatedness of said second topic and said topic [ Figure 17 ]. It would have been obvious to a 




Application/Control Number: 09/648,474 Page 1 1 

Art" Unit: 2154 

person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Ginn, Bergh 
and Dunkle because Dunkle's teaching would allow additional information to be provided to 
user according to user's interests. 

40. As per claim 26, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 18. 
Furthermore, Ginn and Bergh do not specifically disclose wherein at least one of said plurality of 
related Web pages contains at least one link back to said Web page. Dunkle discloses wherein at 
least one of said plurality of related Web pages contains at least one link back to said Web page [ 
Figure 17; and col 1, lines 15-17 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Ginn, Bergh, and Dunkle because 
Dunkle's teaching would to retrieve information faster and reduce surfing time. 

41 . As per claim 27, Dunkle discloses counting use of said at least one link back to said Web 
page to link to said Web page during a predetermined interval of time, and ranking said plurality 
of links according to said count [ i.e. day rating ] [ col 3, lines 48-61 ]. 

42. As per claim 28, Dunkle discloses performing an action selected from adding a link to 
said plurality of links, and deleting a link from said plurality of links, according to a ranking 
determined in said ranking step [ col 6, lines 22-25 ]. 

43. As per claim 36, Dunkle discloses an initial step of receiving an address for a Web page 
from a founding user, and wherein said step of providing a Web page further comprises 
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providing a link on said Web page, said link comprising said address from said founding user [ 
Figure 17 ]. 

44. As per claim 45, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 18 and 34. 

45. As per claim 46-49, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 19-22. 



46. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-36, 41-49 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

47. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 305-5321. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8:00 - 5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (703) 305-8498. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directly to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Dustin Nguyen 




